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SECTION 1

1.0 | NTRODUCTI ON

1

1

1

2

Pur pose/ Scope

This land use plan intends, for the 20 year future of Cable
Airport, to safeguard the general welfare of the inhabitants
within the vicinity of the airport and to assure the safety of
air navigation. Specifically, the plan seeks to protect the
public fromthe adverse effects of aircraft noise, to ensure
that people and facilities are not concentrated in areas
susceptible to aircraft accidents, and to ensure that no

structures affect navigabl e airspace.

This plan shall generally address only those areas and issues

which are affected by, or affect, aircraft operations.

Assunpti ons

The foll owi ng assunpti ons regardi ng the existence and conti nued

grom h of Cable Airport underlie the devel opnment of this plan:

1. Cable Airport is and will continue to be a Basic Uility
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Stage Il Airport. (Runway | oad capacity will remain at

12,500 | bs.)

2. The effective length of Runway 24 will remain 3,600 feet.

3. In 1977 Cable Airport had 325 based aircraft and an
estimated 140, 000 annual operations. The projected
capacity of 460 based, licensed, aircraft and 209, 000
annual operations will not be reached before 2000 (Table

?

1).

4. The flight practices at Cable Airport will remain
basically the sane. A left-hand pattern will be utilized
with approxi mtely 90 percent of all operations taking off
in a westerly direction. The vast majority of westerly
takeoffs will begin the left-hand pattern within the first
3,000 feet after end of runway (approximtely intersection
Cl arenont and Foothill Boul evards) to approxi mately

intersect the San Antoni o Fl ood control channel.

? Cable Airport is forecast to reach operational saturation at 209, 000
operations in 2000. Therefore, the 20-year projection for operations is the
same (209, 000).
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5. That the inplenmentation and enforcenent of an active noise
abat ement program by the airport operation and
t echnol ogi cal changes in aircraft, noise, engine
design/baffling, will ensure that current airport noise
contours will not be significantly expanded so as to

expand any area of inconpatibility.

6. That the "Airport Master Plan" for Cable Airport
contai ning projections of the physical plant, |and use,
nunber and type of aircraft operations to the year 2000
and all relevant data pertaining thereto, and including
environnental effects thereof, was reviewed by al
affected | ocal governnment. Further, that in the event of
any maj or assunptions or projections made in this airport
| and use plan are beginning to be inconsistent with the
approved nmaster plan, said |land use plan will be anended

to reflect the master plan assunption or projections.

1.3 Authority
Section 21675 of the Public Utilities Code of the State of

California requires the Airport Land Use Comm ssion for San

Bernardi no County to fornulate a conprehensive | and use plan for
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the area surroundi ng each public airport’ within San Bernardino

County.

1.4 Legislative Requirenents

Section 21675 of the Public Utilities Code of the State of

California specifies that the conprehensive | and use plans wll:
“ provide for the orderly growmh of each public airport
and the area surrounding the airport within the
jurisdiction of the conm ssion, and will safeguard the
general welfare of the inhabitants within the vicinity of
the airport and the public in general. The conmm ssion plan
shall include a | ong-range master plan that reflects the
anticipated growh of the airport during at |east the next
20 years. This plan shall not be inconsistent with the
State Master Airport Plan.” In fornulating a | and use
pl an, the conm ssion nmay devel op height restrictions on
bui I di ngs, may specify use of land, and may determ ne
bui | di ng standards, including soundproofing adjacent to
airports, within the planning area.”

Private airports which are licensed to serve the public are
consi dered public airports for purposes of this section.

The State has not yet prepared the State Master Airport Plan.
Ref erence new | egi sl ati on.
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SECTI ON 2

2.0 THE Al RPORT

2.

2.

1

2

Exi sting Airport Facilities

Two hard-surfaced runways are currently avail able for
fixed-wing aircraft operations. Runway 6-24 is the primary
runway. It measures 3,600 feet (threshold to threshold)
with an overrun of 135 on the East end and 176’ on the
West, by 75 feet. There is a non-precision instrunment
approach procedure to runway 06 (West end). The airport is
classified as a Basic Uility Il; runway is designated to
accommodat e 95 percent of propeller aircraft under 12,500
I bs. A second runway (Runway 01-19) is available for use
during strong northwesterly wi nd conditions. However,
because the runway is used so infrequently the runway
aprons are al so used for aircraft parking. Runway 01-19

measures 1,340 feet by 50 feet.

Airport Activity and Avi ation Forecast

Cable Airport has grown fromthree based aircraft in 1945 to 325

based aircraft in 1977, and estimated 140,000 annual operations.
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The future growmh and aviation activity at Cable Airport has
been projected on the basis of historical trends in the airport
usage and on the basis of regional projections in a service area
whi ch was established by plotting the ownership patterns of
based aircraft at Cable Airport (see Figure 2, Service Area,
Cable Airport). The |l argest concentration and ownershi p of based
aircraft are in the communities of Upland (62 based aircraft)
and d arenont (31 based aircraft). The total of the aircraft
ownership within the service area does not account for all of
the based aircraft at Cable Airport. This is explained by the
fact that the remaining based aircraft ownership is dispersed in
a nunber of communities outside of the service area. The year
2000 projection for Cable Airport is for 460 based aircraft and
209, 000 annual operations (see Table 1). This projection

recogni zes the interrel ati onshi ps of Cable, Chino, Ontario
International and Brackett Airports in providing for the genera
aviation demand for the entire service area. In 1960, Cable
Airport provided for 45.3 percent of the total based aircraft
within the service area. However, the Year 2000 projection shows
that Cable Airport's share of the service area based aircraft
wWill dimnish to 24.7 percent (see Table 2). These projections
reflect the relative growth potential of each of these airports

taking into consideration the adequacy of facilities, public

DRAFT 1-14-82 - 7 -
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Table 1

BASED Al RCRAFT AND OPERATI ONAL FORECAST FOR CABLE Al RPORT

ltens 1977 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000
Based Aircraft 325 350 390 420 445 460
Annual Operations 140 170 185 196 205 209

(in 1,000's)
Local Operations 120 146 158 167 174 175
I'tinerant operations 20 24 27 29 31 34
Note: Aircraft M x: Si ngl e Engi ne (93%
Mul ti - engi ne ( 7%
Busi ness Based Aircraft ( 8% of above)
Table 2

BASED Al RCRAFT AT CABLE Al RPORT AS PERCENT OF SERVI CE AREA

Cabl e

Cabl e Chi no Ontario Brackett Per cent

Year Airport Airport Airport Airport Tot al Servi ce
Ar ea

1960 155 51 56 80 342 45, 3
1965 212 112 75 189 588 36.1
1970 300 193 75 248 816 36.8
1975 320 297 22 320 959 33. 4
1980 350 385 63 400 1,198 29.2
1985 390 546 70 597 1, 603 24.3
1990 420 610 60 600 1,690 24.8
1995 445 675 50 600 1,770 25.1
2000 460 750 50 600 1, 860 24. 7

DRAFT 1-14-82 - 9 -



Tabl e 3

ANNUAL OPERATI ONS I N SERVI CE AREA OF CABLE Al RPORT
(i n thousands)

Ai rport 1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000
Cabl e 30,0 30.5 74.0 95.0 170.0 185.0 196.0 205.0 209.0
Chi no 10.0 100.0 162.7 190.0 260.0 301.0 319.0 374.5 417.0
Ontario 38.1 79.4 91.0 152.0 120.0 150.0 150.0 150.0 150.0
Brackett 132.2 171.5 221.9 217.8 300.0 299.0 300.0 300.0 300.0
Source: 1. FAA 5010

2. FAA Avi ation Forecast--Los Angel es

3. Staff Estimated Forecast

4. FAA--Term nal Area Forecast

Table 4
BASED Al RCRAFT | N SERVI CE AREA OF CABLE Al RPORT

Ai rport 1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000
Cabl e 155 212 300 320 350 390 420 445 460
Chi no 51 112 193 297 385 546 610 675 750
Ontario 56 75 75 22 63 70 60 50 50
Brackett 80 189 248 320 400 597 600 600 600
Total s 342 588 816 959 1198 1603 1690 1770 1860

Source: 1. DQA Pl anning SAC
2. FAA 5010
3. Airport Oamner/Managers and Esti mates Forecasting
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2.3

versus private ownership, and |local attitudes about growth of
the airport and associ ated environnental and | and use
inmplications. On a regional service area basis, a correlation
can be drawn between the growth in overall population and the
growth in based aircraft (see Table 2). The service area
currently has a popul ati on of approxi mately 498, 783 persons and
a total of 1,198 based aircraft (1980 projection). This results
in aratio of one based aircraft per 416 persons. The year 2000
projection is for 573,100 persons and 1, 860 based aircraft
resulting in a ratio of one based aircraft per 308 persons,
indicating a slightly greater enphasis on general aviation in
the service area. The reliability of this forecast can be

eval uated by conparing projected growth in the service area
based aircraft with that of the United States as a whole. In the
1975 and the 1980 projection, the service area accounts for 0.59

percent of the nation's general aviation aircraft.

Airfield Capacity

The Federal Aviation Adm nistration has adopted a net hodol ogy
for calculating airfield capacity based on the airfield's
configuration, aircraft m x, weather conditions, touch-and-go
traffic and other factors. The capacity cal cul ati ons, expressed
in terns of PHOCAP (Practical Hourly Capacity), assune that
reasonabl e and practical anounts of aircraft delay are

accept abl e.
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Appl ying the referenced nethodol ogy results in a weighted hourly
capacity of 90 per hour VFR (Visual Flight Rules) practical
annual capacity is conputed to be 209, 000 operations. \Wen
conpared to operations forecasts it can be seen capacity will be

reached in the year 2000.

2.4 Arcraft Storage Capacity

The year 2000 projection for Cable Airport is for 460 |icensed
based aircraft. The adopted Cable Airport Master Pl an indicates
sufficient storage spaces will exist to accommodate this

projection. Denmands for covered hangar spaces appear to al ready

exceed supply.

2.5 Airport Layout Pl ans

This plan is based on the fact that the effective I ength of the
runway is 3,600 feet and that there are no plans for extension
of the runway lengths. (Figure 1) Indicates the Airport Mster

Pl an Devel opnment Areas.

DRAFT 1-14-82 - 12 -



SECTI ON 3

3.0 PLANNI NG AREA BOUNDARI ES

3.

1

Pur pose

The planning area boundaries (See Figure 3) delineate the area
of influence for the Cabl e Conprehensive Airport Land Use Pl an.
These boundari es were established by analyzing normal flight
patterns, approach and take off surfaces and noi se and safety
regul ations. The planning area is conprised of clear zones,

saf ety areas and noi se i npact zones. The Cl ear Zones and Safety
Areas are defined in Section 5.3 of this docunent. Safety area 2
is concerned with height restrictions. Any maj or change in | and
uses within the planning area can affect or be affected by

airport operations.

Al'l proposed nmajor | and use changes or increases in structura
hei ght within the planning area boundaries shall be reviewed by
the local jurisdiction's |and use planners with respect to the
pol i cies and standards contained in the Cabl e Conprehensive
Airport Land Use Plan. The Airport Land Use Conm ssion (ALUC)
shall be notified by the local jurisdiction of any pending

deci sion on all proposed major changes in |and use or increase

in
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structural height within the planning area boundaries. The
Executive O ficer or his designated appointee is enpowered to
review all major |and changes or increases in structural height
on behalf of the ALUC. If, in the determ nation of the Executive
O ficer, a proposed action or regulation affecting a major |and
use change is inconsistent with the Conprehensive Airport Land
Use Pl an, because structures would be permitted to exceed the
hei ght regul ations contained in FAR Part 77 or are |ocated
within 75 feet of the centerline of the runway extended w thin
Safety Area 1 or are located within the published flight pattern
of cable airport, the ALUC shall schedule, advertise and hold a
public hearing to determ ne whether or not the proposed action
is in the best interest of the airport and adjacent area. If it
is determned that the action would be harnful, then the
sponsoring public agency shall be so notified to reconsider it's
action. The sponsoring public agency proposing the action or
regul ati on, however, may then overrule the Airport Land Use
Conmi ssion and requirenments of the Conprehensive Airport Land
Use Plan after such hearing by a four-fifths vote of its
governi ng body. In effect, the sponsoring public agency shall be
the public agency with final decision-nmaking authority over the

proposed use.

DRAFT 1-14-82 - 14 -
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3.2 Mjor Land Use Changes

Maj or changes in | and use shall be defined as any new use or
addition to an existing use within the planning area boundari es

which will permt or encourage any of the follow ng:

a. Uses not conpatible with the |and use policies and
standards of this plan regarding noise, height or safety

restrictions and airport operations.
b. Uses that increase the level of risk to lives or property
beyond the range of "acceptable” due to the inpact of a

single aircraft accident.

3.3 Criteria for Approval

It is recomrended that the approval of any najor change in | and
use shoul d include an environnental assessnment of the |evel of
potential risk to the public health and safety resulting froma

single aircraft accident at that |ocation.
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SECTI ON 4

4.0 LAND USE PCLI CI ES

The land use policies contained in this section are intended to guide

all future |land use decisions within the planning boundaries of Cable
Airport.
4.1 Noise Elenents

The objective of the noise elenment is to plan for an appropriate
range of |land uses within areas inpacted by noi se emanating from
ai rport operations which uses would not be substantially

adversely affected by such nui sances and/or di sturbances.

Fi ndi ng: That the California State Airport Noise Law establishes
[imtations on airport noise within residential neighborhoods.
For enforcenment purposes, the legislation is directed at the
airport operator. However, inplicit in the State Noise Lawis a
statenment of public policy that 65 dBA CNEL is the maximum
accept abl e noise level for residential neighborhoods. Wthin the
60-65 CNEL noi se level the State Law requires that residentia

devel opnent be acoustically insulated to reduce

DRAFT 1-14-82 - 17 -



interior noise level to no greater than 45 dBA CNEL in any
habi t abl e room Furthernore, single noise events can create
signi ficant disturbances, depending upon the tinme of day or

ni ght the event occurs. Single noise events can be disturbing to

sensitive | and uses such as hospitals and school s.

Pol i cy:

1. Accept the CNEL nethod of rating noise and planning for

conpati bl e | and uses.

2. Est abli sh the 65 dBA CNEL noi se contour as the nmaxi mum

acceptabl e noi se | evel for residential neighborhoods.

3. Recogni ze the significance of single noise events as they

af fect sensitive |and uses such as hospitals and school s.

4. Pl an in such a manner that new residential and certain
institutional uses which are sensitive to noise are
| ocat ed outside the "high noise areas". (See Section 6.0,

H gh Noi se Areas.)

5. Seek renedial solutions to any existing noise problens.

(Renedi al solutions can be acconplished as part of an

DRAFT 1-14-82 - 18 -



overal |l noise abatenent program Typically, noise
abat ement prograns consider |ocation of run-up activities,

hours of operations, aircraft mx, and flight practices.)

4.2 Arport Height Restrictions (Cbstructions)

To ensure the safe passage of aircraft in, out and around the

airport by safeguardi ng and preserving navi gabl e airspace.

Fi ndi ngs:

1. Federal Aviation Regulations Part 77 (FAR Part 77) set
forth criteria for describing the navi gabl e airspace
requirement for each airport. The criteria establish
various imaginary surfaces above which an operating

aircraft should have conplete freedom from obstructi ons.

2. FAR Part 77 requires that notice of construction of a
possi bl e obstruction to navi gabl e airspace be given the
Federal Aviation Adm nistration (FAA). However, the FAA
cannot enforce conpliance. It is the responsibility of the
| ocal agencies to assure that the area around the airport

be kept free of obstructions.

DRAFT 1-14-82 - 19 -



4.3

3. hj ects which penetrate above the inmaginary surfaces
described in FAR Part 77 can inpair flight safety and can

ultimately result in the closure of an airport.

Policy:
1. Reconmend that no structure be erected or object be
pl aced, or allowed to grow which would protrude into the

i magi nary surfaces as established by FAR Part 77.

Airport Safety El ement

To minimze the level of risk to people and property from

accidents involving aircraft.

Fi ndi ngs:

1. Thirty percent of the fatal accidents occur during
| andi ng, takeoff, or in the imediate vicinity of the

airport (NTSB, Annual Review, GA, 1974, page 29-30).

2. Approxi mately 50 percent of accidents involving civi
aircraft occur within airport boundaries. Approximtely 15

percent occur outside of airport boundaries and within one
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mle of the airport. (See Airport Accidents in Vicinity of

Airports, January 2, 1973.)

3. O near airport accidents, approximately 60 percent are
concentrated within narrow | ands at both ends of the
runway (approach surface). Forty percent are randomy
di stributed throughout the remaining areas. (See Airport

Accidents in Vicinity of Airport, January 2, 1973.)

4. Wthin the approaches and takeoff areas to the airport
| arger land parcels provide nore design alternatives for

bui l ding | ayouts conpatible with the accident potential.

Pol i cy:

1. Desi gnate cl ear zones and safety areas within the planning
area boundaries (see Section 5) and develop | and use

criteria for these.

2. Di scourage uses which are not conpatible with airport

operations or which concentrate | arge nunbers of people

wi thin the planning area boundari es.
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4.4

3. When feasible within the planning area boundari es,
encourage the provision for open space corridors along the

extended centerline of the airport runway.

4. Wthin the planning area boundaries, discourage the

subdi vision of large land parcels until a specific use

i ncludi ng building | ayouts and design, is proposed.

Surface Traffic Crcul ati on El enent

To ensure that roadways providing access to the airport are
adequate to serve the needs of the airport, and that uses
abutting roadways provi ding access to the airport are conpatible
with the noise, dust and traffic flows generated by the airport

related traffic.

Fi ndi ng: The planned road system around Cable Airport is
adequate to accommpdate existing and projected traffic vol unes.

The i nprovenent/constructi on of Central Avenue northerly from

Foothill Boulevard will provide a second najor access to the

ai rport.

Pol i cy:

1. Pl an for adequate vehicular access to the airport for both

existing and projected traffic flows.
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2. Plan in such a manner that airport traffic is directed
away from sensitive |land uses (residential and certain

i nstitutional uses).

DRAFT 1-14-82 - 23 -



SECTI ON 5

5.0 CLEAR ZONES AND SAFETY AREAS

Cl ear zones and safety areas are a critical part of any
conprehensive airport |and use plan. The clear zones as
desi gnated herein conformto the definitions in Federal Air
Regul ati ons, Part 77 and FAA Advisory Gircul ar 150/5300/ 4B

entitled Utility Airports Air Access to National Transportation.

West End Confi guration

The criteria for defining the configuration of the Wst End

Cl ear Zone and safety areas (see Figure 4) takes into
consideration that the terrain west of the end of runway 24

sl opes bel ow the el evation of the runway and that ninety percent
of all takeoffs at Cable Airport are in a westerly direction
(toward Cl arenont). Approximately 90 percent of all westerly
takeoffs utilize a left hand turn pattern to approxi mately
intersect the San Antoni o Fl ood Control Channel. The point at
which the aircraft begins the left turn pattern varies greatly,
dependi ng upon many factors, such as the air tenperature, type
of plane and pilot's preferences. However, generally the vast
majority begin their left hand turn pattern within the first

3,000 feet of the end of
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the runway. This relates approximately to the intersection of
Cl arenont and Foothill Boul evards. This flight practice also
coincides with the approxi mate alignnent of the published flight

pattern for Cable Airport.

The West End Cl ear Zone starts 200 feet west of the effective

| ength of the runway. Beginning with a width of 500 feet and
expanding to 700 feet wide, the fan shaped zone is centered on
the extended centerline of the runway for a di stance of 700 feet

in a southwesterly direction.

The West End Safety Area 1 then continues fromthe west end of
the clear zone froma width of 700 feet expanding to 750 feet
wi de at the distance of 2,000 feet along the extended runway

centerline.

Safety Area 2 is that remaining area not contained in Safety

Area 1 or the Clear Zone within a 5,000 foot radius of the

effective length of the runway.

5.2 East End Configuration

The East End Cl ear Zone starts 200 feet east of the effective | ength of
the runway. Beginning with a width of 250 feet and expanding to 450 feet

wi de, the fan shaped zone is centered on

DRAFT 1-14-82 - 26 -
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5.

3

the extended centerline of the runway for the distance of 1,000

feet in a northeasterly direction.

The East End Safety Area 1 then continues fromthe east end of
the Clear Zone froma wi dth of 450 feet expanding to 750 feet
wi de at the distance of 1,000 feet along the extended runway

centerline.

Safety Area 2 is that remaining area not contained in Safety

Area 1 or the Clear Zone within a 5,000 foot radius of the

effective length of the runway.

Land Use St andards

This section contains standards which define |and uses which are
not conpatible within the C ear Zones and Safety Areas. The

obj ective of clear zones and safety areas is to ensure that |and
uses around the airport will mnimze the risk to |lives and
property and will be conpatible with airport operations.

However, if it can be determ ned that a specific |and use, which
does not conformto the | and use standards contained in this
Plan, can be mtigated to ensure reasonable safety to |lives and

property on the ground and aircraft operation, such a use may be
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approved subject to the follow ng findings being nmade by a

majority of the Airport Land Use Conmi ssion.

Fi ndi ngs:

1. That the use is not contrary to the best interest of the

airport and adj acent area.

2. That the level of risk to lives and potential for
destruction of property due to a single aircraft accident
is within the range of "acceptable". (The concept of
acceptable risk is the basis for all planning. No
quantifiable definition of acceptable can be given.
Acceptabl e risk should be defined on the basis of the
val ues of the Airport Land Use Conmi ssion and | ocal
comuni ties. The testinony given at public hearing is a
factor to be used in establishing | ocal values regarding

acceptabl e risk.)

The area of inpact of a single aircraft accident will vary

dependi ng on the type of aircraft, air speed and angle of

descent at the tinme of crash inpact.

Cl ear Zones--Extrene Crash Hazard

The severe potential of loss of |life and property danage due to

accidents proscribes nost |land uses in this zone. Al so, the
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close proximty to aircraft operations limts |and uses which
woul d endanger such operations. Only open space and agri cul tural
uses are nornally acceptable here provided that such uses do not
produce snoke, or attract birds. Al permanent structures (not
necessarily including roads or railroads) are considered not

compati bl e.

Safety Area 1--Significant Crash Hazard

Potential loss of life and property due to aircraft accidents is
sufficient to require restriction of density and intensity of
use restrictions in this area. The followi ng uses are consi dered
not conpati bl e: hazardous installations such as oil or gas
storage, new residential devel opnent (excluding reconstruction
of an existing structure) and institutional facilities. No
bui I dings or structures shall be located within 75 feet of the
extended centerline of runway within this area. Any new use
which would result in large concentrations of people (nore than
100 persons) shall be subject to review and approval of the
Airport Land Use Conm ssion. Because of the proximty to
aircraft operations, structures in this area should not reflect
glare, emt electronic interference, or produce snoke so as to

endanger aircraft operations.
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Safety Area 2--Mderate Crash Hazard

No structure shall be constructed or object permtted within
Safety Area 2 that would penetrate the airport inmaginary
surfaces as defined in Federal Aviation Regulations Part 77.
Because of the proximty to aircraft operations, structures in
this area should not reflect glare, emt electronic
interference, or produce snoke so as to endanger aircraft

operati ons.
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SECTI ON 6

6.0 H GH NO SE AREAS
Wthin California the CNEL nmet hod of noise eval uati on has been
adopted as the basis for noise standards for California airports
(State airport noise law). This nethod of noise eval uation
considers the types of aircraft; involves the averagi ng of al
aircraft noise events, during a 24-hour period with penalties
bei ng i nposed for evening and night-tine noise events. The
results of this nethod of noise cal cul ati ons are noi se cont our
lines (See Figure 6). The State noise |law inposes a linmtation
of 65 CNEL in decibels as the maxi num al | owabl e noi se | evel for

residential conmunities after January 1, 1986.

The CNEL net hod of noise evaluation is nost applicable when
applied to major airports in urban areas. For small Basic
Utility airports such Cable Airport, the size of the aircraft
and frequency of operations may not result in a significant

noi se contour. Neverthel ess, single noise events, particularly
during night-tine, early norning or weekends, may result in

di sturbances and conplaints. This is particularly true when the
airport is adjacent to suburban residential neighborhoods or

ot her noi se sensitive uses such as hospitals, churches or
school s. Unfortunately, no acceptable standards for single noise

i npacts have yet been established.
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6.

6.

1

2

Met hodol ogy

The extent of noise inpact is designated by the foll ow ng
letters:
Zone A--Hi gh noise inpact (greater than 65 dB, CNEL).
Zone B--Moderate noi se i nmpact (between 60 dB and 65dB,

CNEL) .

Noi se Areas/Land Use Standards

Noi se | npact Zone A--Hi gh Noise | npact
(greater than 65 CNEL)

Noi se inmpact in this zone is sufficient to warrant restrictions
on residential uses and require sound attenuation on some other
uses. All residential units are unacceptable in this area.
Institutional uses such as schools, hospitals, |ibraries and

ot her such noi se sensitive uses are al so unacceptable in this
zone. Commercial, industrial and recreational uses are
acceptable in this zone provided that commercial and industria
structures are sufficiently sound attenuated to all ow nornal
work activities to be conducted. For exanple, a noisy industria
pl ant may require no attenuation, whereas professional offices
may require considerable attenuation

Noi se | npact Zone B--Moderate Noi se | npact
(greater than 60 CNEL)

Noi se inmpact in this area is sufficient to require sound

attenuation or sound insulation as required by the California
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Noi se Insul ati on Standards. Additionally, single noise events in
this area may create serious disturbances to many inhabitants,
particularly given the suburban residential character of the
area. Residential units are unacceptable in this area unless it
can be concl usively shown that such units are sufficiently sound

attenuated to limt interior noise to 45 dB CNEL

Institutional uses such as schools, hospitals, |ibraries and

ot her such noi se sensitive uses are also unacceptable in this
zone unless it can be shown that adequate protection against
exterior noise has been included in the design and construction
together with a central air conditioning systemand all w ndows

are permanently sealed (45 dB CNEL).
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APPENDI X A

SPECI AL Al RPORT RELATED OBSERVATI ONS/ RECOMVENDATI ONS

The foll owi ng are general observations of Cable Airport and its surroundi ng

area:

Cable Airport is a privately owned and operated airport which
serves the public convenience. The fact that the airport serves
the public supports a certain degree of public control of |ands

around the airport to ensure conpatibility.

The cities of Clarenmont and Upland and the Cl arenont Col | eges have
been concerned about the unrestrained growh in operations which

has occurred over a period of years.

The Clarenont Colleges are greatly concerned over the existence of
Cable Airport and its potential effects on the colleges and

proposal s for new construction and inprovenents.

Growth pressures within the cities of C arenont and Upl and have
continued to push urban devel opment closer to the airport. The
resolution of these pressures with the recomendati ons contai ned
in this plan and with the use of sound planning principles nay

have a strong bearing on the future of Cable Airport.
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5. The Southern California Association of Government (SCAG), Regiona
Transportation Plan defines Cable Airport as regionally
significant. The primary service area, communities with 10 or nore
based aircraft at Cable Airport (see Section 2.2, Airport Activity
and Avi ation Forecasts, Figure 2, Cable Airport Service Area) for
the airport includes the communities of Upland, C arenmont, Rancho

Cucanmonga, Ontario, Mntclair, Ponmona, d endora and Covi na.

The following are special airport related recomendati ons of the Steering

Committee affecting the continued existence and operation of Cable Airport:

1. A public entity such as San Bernardi no County, which represents a
| arge segnent of the regional interests in Cable Airport should be
granted an option for acquisition of the airport should the
current airport owners abandon or decide to transfer title to the

ai rport.

Expl anati on:

The City of Upland currently retains first right of refusal should the

ai rport owners decide to abandon or transfer title to the airport.

However, should the airport be discontinued, the inpacts would affect
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an area rmuch larger than just the City of Upland (see Figure 2, Cable
Airport Service Area). Therefore, it is felt that other affected
comunities should retain an option to ensure the continued exi stence of

the airport.

Furthernore, this plan recommends the use of the public police powers to
ensure a surroundi ng environnent conpatible with the existence of the
airport. It is felt that if land use restrictions are going to be placed
on surroundi ng private property holdings for the benefit of the airport,
the responsi ble public entities also have a responsibility to ensure the
conti nued exi stence and operation of the airport for the benefit of the

public at |arge.

2. In view of the fact that the State Legi slature nmandates the
adoption of a Master Plan which will place | and use restrictions
on private properties in the environs of the airport for purposes
of airport protection, it is recommended that the State of
California bear the financial responsibility for purchase of al

properties directly affected by said Pl an.

3. That when the mininumcriteria is nmet, the Airport Land Use
Commi ssi on recommend to the FAA, San Bernardi no County Airport
Conmi ssion and to the California Division of Aeronautics that a

manned control tower be required to be provided at Cable Airport

DRAFT 1-14-82 - 38 -



in the i Mmediate future and that the airport operator be required
to i npl enent an approved noi se abatenent programto assist in
ensuring the public safety and freedom from unwarranted noi se

nui sance enmmnating from airport operations.

4, That a Master Plan for Cable Airport containing projections of the
physi cal plant, |land use, nunber and type of aircraft operations
and all relevant data and projections thereto, to the year 2000,
and including environnmental effects thereof, be reviewed and
approved by the City of Upland, and reviewed by all directly
affected nunicipalities prior to adoption of any plan for |and
uses in the environs of said airport. Further, that in the event
any mmjor assunptions or projections made in this plan are
deternmined to be unacceptable to such jurisdictions, this Plan
shall be so anmended as to ensure consistency with the approved

ai rport Master Pl an.

5. That the Airport Land Use Conm ssion reconmends to the San
Ber nardi no County Airport Conmnmi ssion that they request the State
Di vi sion of Aeronautics inplenment a noise nonitoring program at
Cable Airport. Said programto establish existing CNEL noise
contours (greater than 60 CNEL), and to ensure that future noise

level s will not substantially exceed existing |evels.
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